Inclusion of these country groups in Vulnerability Assessments is strikingly different • an inconsistent representation of countries belonging to each group (11 SIDS out of 51/24 out of 48 LDCS); • use of socio-economic indicators that are not scaled based on population size (3/10); • use of a small number of indicators (10); and • lack of accounting for potential redundancy among indicators. close behind and as both have similar high levels of vulnerability looking at final vulnerability is not sufficient but one needs to look at underlying vulnerability; • In line with other studies we found that the vulnerability of the fisheries sector in SIDS is associated with high exposure and sensitivity whereas, in contrast, the vulnerability of LDCs is associated with low adaptive capacity; an understanding of these differences can guide decision making; • A more regional, national and local perspective is necessary for designing and implementing adequate adaptation measures.
